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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The action is responsive to the request for continued examination filed on 28 
February 2007. Claims 1 and 5-17 are pending. Claims 2-4 are cancelled. 

2. The amendments filed 28 February 2007 are sufficient to overcome the prior 
objections to the priority claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 6-9, 11, 12, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Carney (U.S. Patent No. 5,473,322) in view of Smith (U.S. Patent No. 

5,950,140). 

Referring to claim 1, Carney teaches a remote sensing unit (see Carney, column 
7 lines 53-65), comprising: at least one sensor, for measuring various aspects of the 
environment in proximity to a sensing unit (see Carney, column 4 lines 40-43); at least 
one signal processor, for processing measurements from said at least one sensor (see 
Carney, column 6 lines 1-7 and lines 42-51); a two-way telemetry function, for sending 
data to and receiving data from a host terminal (see Carney, column 7 lines 53-65); a 
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tamper detection system for determining when said remote sensing unit has been 
opened (see Carney, column 4 lines 46-48); at least one controller, for storing results 
from said at least one signal processor, controlling power availability to selected devices 
associated with said remote sensing unit, and for processing data from said host 
terminal (see Carney, column 6 lines 1-7); and at least one power supply, for distributing 
controlled power to selected devices associated with said remote sensing unit (see 
Carney, column 5 lines 10-22), but does not expressly teach minimizing power used by 
said remote sensing unit. 

Smith teaches minimizing power used by said remote sensing unit (see Smith, 
column 3 lines 50-58). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Carney to Include the teachings of Smith because 
minimizing the power used by the remote sensing unit would have allowed the skilled 
artisan to maximize the battery life of the remote unit. 

Referring to claim 2, Carney teaches that the at least one sensor is an optical 
sensor (see Carney, column 4 lines 40-43). 

Referring to claim 3, Carney teaches that said optical sensor can detect electrical 
current flow (see Carney, column 4 lines 36-43). 
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Referring to claim 6, Carney teaches that at least one controller includes a 
microprocessor (see Carney, column 6 lines 1-7). 

Referring to claim 7, Carney teaches that at least one controller can control 
power distribution from said one or more power supplies to other remote sensing unit 
components (see Carney, column 5 lines 10-22). 

Referring to claim 8, Carney teaches that at least one power supply receives 
traditional electrical power (see Carney, column 5 lines 10-22). 

Referring to claim 9, Carney teaches that at least one power supply receives 
power from an alternative energy source (see Carney, column 7 lines 7-1 5). 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Carney teaches that two-way telemetry function is 
comprised of plain old telephone service (see Carney, column 7 lines 53-57). 

Referring to claim 12, Carney teaches that two-way telemetry function is 
comprised of a wireless, point to point radio frequency interface (see Carney, column 7 
lines 57-61). 

Referring to claim 16, Carney teaches a remote sensing method (see Carney, 
column 7 lines 53-65), comprising the steps of: controlling power available to selected 
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remote sensing unit components (see Carney, column 5 lines 10-22); measuring at 
least one aspect of the environment in proximity to said remote sensing unit (see 
Carney, column 4 lines 40-43); processing and storing said at least one measured 
aspect as data (see Carney, column 6 lines 1-7); and transmitting said data to a host 
terminal (see Carney, column 7 lines 53-65), but does not expressly teach minimizing 
power used by said remote sensing unit. 

Smith teaches minimizing power used by said remote sensing unit (see Smith, 
column 3 lines 50-58). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Carney to include the teachings of Smith because 
minimizing the power used by the remote sensing unit would have allowed the skilled 
artisan to maximize the battery life of the remote unit. 

Referring to claim 17, Carney teaches defining appropriate intervals during which 
said controlled power is available to said remote sensing unit components based on 
control information received form said host terminal (see Carney, column 6 line 58 - 
column 7 line 6). 

4. Claims 10 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Carney (U.S. Patent No. 5,473,322) in view of Smith (U.S. Patent No. 5,950,140) 
and in further view of Gaukel (U.S. Patent No. 6,072,396). 
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Referring to claim 10, Carney and Smith teach all the features of the claimed 
invention except that said two-way telemetry function includes one or more cellular 
telephone interfaces. 

Gaukel teaches that said two-way telemetry function includes one or more 
cellular telephone interfaces (see Gaukel, column 7 lines 35-38). 

It would have been obvious at the.time the invention was made to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Carney and Smith to include the teachings of Gaukel because 
utilizing cellular telephone interfaces would have allowed the skilled artisan to 
accommodate greater communication traffic (see Gaukel, column 7 lines 63-65). 

Referring to claim 13, Carney and Smith teach all the features of the claimed 
invention except that said two-way telemetry function is comprised of a wireless satellite 
interface. 

Gaukel teaches that said two-way telemetry function is comprised of a wireless 
satellite interface (see Gaukel, column 7 lines 39-42). 

It would have been obvious at the*time the invention was made to modify Carney 
and Smith to include the teachings of Gaukel because utilizing a wireless satellite 
interface would have allowed the skilled artisan to accurately determine position (see 
Gaukel, column 7 lines 39-43). 
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Referring to claims 14 and 15, Carney and Smith teach all the features of the 
claimed invention except that said position determination device is a global positioning 
system. 

Gaukel teaches that said position determination device is a global positioning 
system (see Gaukel, column 7 lines 35-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Carney and Smith to include the teachings of Gaukel 
because having a global positioning system would have allowed the skilled artisan to 
determine and store location data (see Gaukel, column 3 lines 57-59). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 5-17 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues that Lash does not teach minimizing power used by said remote 
sensing unit; however, this limitation is now met by Smith. Smith teaches minimizing 
power used by said remote sensing unit (see Smith, column 3 lines 50-58). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Carney to include the teachings of Smith because minimizing the power used 
by the remote sensing unit would have allowed the skilled artisan to maximize the 
battery life of the remote unit. 
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Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary C. Baran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
221 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Barlow can be reached on (571) 272-2269. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

* 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
1 1 May 2007 

CAROL S.W.TSAI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



